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vitiated secretions, and promotes the healthy secretions
of the various organs of the body.

If ipecacuanha would have acted as an emetic in such
a case as that of the late Mr. Huskinson, where the
nervous system had maintained so great a shock, it
might probably have had the effect of restoring the
vital powers sufficiently to have admitted the operation
of amputation. I consider the ipecacuanha so safe a
remedy as an emetic, that I have given it in valvular
disease of the heart, when the patient was sufferiing
from indigestion.

Nottingham, October 7, 1852.

BATH AND BRISTOL BRANCH.

A special general meeting of the Bath and Bristol
Branch of the Association summoned in compliance
with the unanimous resolution of the Council, was held
at the Royal Western Hotel, Bristol, on Tuesday
evening, October 27th, for the purpose of considering
if any and what steps should be taken in consequence
of the verdict given on the trial of Bourn v. Cox.
Mr. Norman, of Bath, presided on the occasion, and

there were also present from the Bath District, Messrs.
Bagshawe, John Barrett, Bartrum, Bush, Church, Cox,
Cowan, James Crang, Finlater Crang, Davies, M.D.,
Evans, Mason, John Soden, Skeate, Stone, Tunstall,
M.D., and Vicary; from the Bristol district Messrs.
Coe, Colthurst, Clark, Cross, Budd, M.D., Bryant,
Estlin, Godfrey, Green, Hinton, Lancaster, Leonard,
Macey, Mayor, Morgan, O'Brien, M.D., Prichard,
Sawer, Smerdon, Symonds, M.D., Swayne, M.D.,
and H. Swayne. Messrs. Sugden of Westown, Field
and Lawrence of Bath, attended as visitors.
Some preliminary objections taken by Mr. Cox, as

to the presence of a reporter and the attendance of some
gentlemen not members of the Association, having
been satisfactorily disposed of,
Mr. COLTHURST, Honorary Secretary of the Bristol

Branch, read the minutes of the quarterly meeting, held
on the 7th of October.
The PRESIDENT then said,-Gentlemen, you have

been called together at this special meeting, as the notice
which has been addressed to you states, to consider if
any and what steps should be taken in consequence of
the verdict given on the trial, Bourn v. Cox; and also
to consider the propriety of publishing such a letter on
medical subjects as was recently done by Mr. John
Barrett, in the case of Bourn v. Cox. The circum-
stances which have led to the calling of this meeting, as
you are all aware, have arisen out of one of our members
being concerned in a lawsuit, which was noticed in our
Journal, and an invitation given to Mr. Cox to make
some explanation about it. In the Journal of the 13th
of September a lettei was published from Mr. Cox,

and the Editor made some strong observations upon it,
saying that this branch ought to take some steps in
reference to the matter. Accordingly, one of our
oldest members wrote to the Bristol Secretary, and
suggested the calling together of the Council. They
have met, and after a long and anxious consideration
they thought the best step would be to call the whole
branch together, well knowing that at such a meeting
there would be that cool judgment and proper feeling
of justice towards a fellow-member which, while it
would uphold the honour and dignity of the profession,
would also do justice to the gentleman concerned.

Mr. Cox: Mr. President, before the question is
gone into, I would beg to make a few remarks. My
letter has already been before every member of this
Association, through the Journal; but I would beg in
addition to add, if it were not sufficiently expressed in
that letter, that I acknowledge that in my conduct in
the affair against my patient Bourn, I was indiscreet
and hasty in my proceedings. I appeal to those pre-
sent whether I had not much provocation theretov
Further than this I am not prepared to acknowledge.
I am come here to night, and if any man has to charge
me with anything else, I am here prepared to answer
it. I am not aware, that in this affair-indeed I know
that I have donie nothing that I am ashamed to look
any man in the face for. I have already said that I
have been indiscreet, and if I have done anything that
ought to incur the censure of the profession, I know
that here I shall have a fair tribunal before which to
answer any charge. I know that I shall have fair play;
I ask for no undue favour. I know that I may rely on
fair play and good feeling from every member, and with
that feeling I leave the case in the hands of this Associa-
tion, and whatever sentence they may pronounce, I am
ready to submit to it
Mr. J. B. ESTLIN, of Bristol, said he felt bound to

state briefly the reasons which induced him, unsolicited,
and without consulting any one, to take the initiatory
step which had led to the summoning of that meeting.
He confessed that he felt in somne degree disarmed, by
the observations which had fallen from Mr. Cox, and
hoped that nothing would be said by him out of that
spirit of fairness which Mr. Cox had claimed. Having,
however, received Mr. Cox's letter, and feeling that one
of the members of the Association, in a court of justice,
had been accused criminally, he might say, (because the
accusation, though not one of perjury, was that of
having procured a malicious arrest,) he felt that it was
a.matter which ought to be brought before this Society.
He had heard from various quarters, that it was the
desire of many of the members that the matter should
be so brought forward, and this desire was expressed
not only by those who took a view of the matter adverse
to Mr. Cox, but also by those who thought he had
been hardly used. He (the speaker) thought it was the
duty of some one not belonging to the Bath Branch, to
bring the matter forward, and have it canvassed, and
therefore being one of the senior-he believed almost
the oldest-member of the Bristol Branch, and feeling
strongly the duty, as he advanced in life, to uphold the
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respectability of the profession, not only for hlis own
interest, but for the benefit of the junior members, he
did not hesitate to send the letter on which the present
meeting had been. called. There was also another
reason which weighed with himi. At a former meeting
the medical case was brought forward in a paper in
which certain opinions were broached, but on which,
interesting as they were, there was no discussion. A
few days after that meeting he saw, in the Bristol papers,
that a paper was read by Mr. Cox upon the question,
with his opinions upon it; and that as no discussion
took place, (he did not pretend to quote the exact
words,) it was clearly left to be understood, that NIr.
Cox's views on the subject were confirmed by the
meeting. Now he looked on this as a false inference.
Those who were present would not forget the silence
which followed the readinig of that paper, anid which
appeared to him to be an eloquent testimony of the
Society to Mr. Cox's conduct. Thus it appeared to
him that their Branch had been used to support certain
views in favour of the defendant in the case of Bourna
v. Cox. He (Mr. Estlin) was reluctant to speak at all
on the present occasion, but it would be unfair in him
not to allow that there were circumstances of great
aggravation in this case. After a matter was passed, it
was easy to say what was best to have been done, and
this had induced him to view the matter with great
indulgence. And he should rejoice if, in the course of
this discussion, anything should occur to make MNIr.
Cox's conduct appear in a less unfavourable light,
especially as he had now been induced to express his
regret for the course he had taken. But, Sir, (continued
Mr. Estlin,) we are very touchy about the successes of
homoeopathists, aud hydropathists, aqd mesmnerists,
who take away our best patients, and probably those
who are most remunerative; but they caninot take away
our respectability-it is only by our own acts that we
can lose our respectability. I must say that the trial
at Bath, and the disgusting reports and comnments
which have appeared in the newspapers respecting it,
have inflicted a wound upon the profession more deep
and serious than all the professors of the novelties to
which I have alluded have been able to effect. Sir, I
did not think to take any other step than to bring
forward the subject, but it may be necessary to have
some specific resolution before the meeting, and there-
fore, having no personal feeling in the matter, I have
no objection to read a motion, and to support it; I will
do so, and will then leave the meeting to say wvehether it
adopts the view which, after muclh reflection, I have
come to. It is this:-" That it is inconsistent with the
honour of the Association, to retain upon its list of
members any individual against whom a verdict, casting
a serious imputation on his professional conduct, has
been recorded in one of her Majesty's courts of law,
and that whereas Mr. W. A. Cox at present is under
this stigma, and has not taken any proceedings to
reverse the verdict, he be requested to withdraw from
the Association."

Dr. O'BRIEN suggested that the nmeeting should hear
all that was to be said, before putting such a resolution.

The PRESIDENT: At present there is no question
before us, and this resolution is put in to raise the
discussion, but nothing can be done until it is seconded.

Dr. SYINosNS, (Bristol,) if Mr. Estlin saw no ob-
jection to a slight alteration, would second the motion,
with a view to bringing the matter before the Society.
Coming there, as he did, to hear the evidence to be
brought before them, and having formed no strong
opinion upon the subject, if Mr. Estlin had no ob-
jection, he would propose to alter the latter part of
the resolution thus:-" That, whereas, Mr. W. A.
Cox at present is under this stigma, and has not taken
any proceedings to reverse the verdict, he be requested
to declare whether it is his intention to take such
proceedings, and if not, to show reason why he should
not cease to be a member."

Mlr. ESTLIN.-I am perfectly ready to adopt this as
my resolution.
The PRESIDENT was about to put the resolution to

the vote, when
Dr. O'BRIENN suggested thait the Judge's summing up

should be read, so as to bring the facts before all
present.

After some observations from Mr. Godfrey (Bristol),
MIr. Colthurst, and Mr. Clark (Bristol), the suggestion
was not pressed, and
The PRESIDENT said, if no gentleman had any far-

ther observations to make he would put the resolution,
and if it were carried he would then call on Mr. Cox
for any statement lie had to offer. The resolution
having been put, and carried unanimously, the Presi-
dent continued:-And now, Mr. Cox, I have to call on
you for an answer to this distinct question. The
meeting has now decided " that it is inconsistent with
the honour of the Association to retain upon its list of
members any individual against whom a verdict casting
a serious imputation on his professional conduct has
been recorded in one of her Majesty's courts of law;
and that, whereas Mr. W. A. Cox at present lies under
this stigma and has not taken any proceedings to reverse
the verdict, he be requested to declare whether it is his
intention to take.such proceedings, and if not to show
reason why he should not cease to be a member." I
take it, that this resolution will become a precedent,
and will be applicable in future to any member who
'may fall under its ban.

MIr. Cox.-I assure you, Sir, that I am very pleased
at having an opportunity of answering that question
here before this Association. For I do feel, Sir, and I
believe I shall be able to show you and this meeting
that the verdict, which I do not admit to be ono (as
it has beeln alleged) of fraud, but whatever the verdict
may have been, I say that it was arrived at by medical
evidence that I challenge the medical witnesses here
before a Jury that can understand their evidence to
substantiate. I said that I did not admit that the ver-
dict was one of fraud, and I ask gentlemen to consider,
taking into account the strong remarks that were made
by the Judge, that if I was guilty of what was charged
against me it was one of the worst frauds that any
member of society could be guilty of. The damages
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were laid at £50; the verdict was for £15, the exact
amount that was paid to me by the patient. And I
leave it to you, that if tne Jury thought it such a fraud
as was laid before them by the Judge, whether they
would not have assessed the damages at the full amount
claimed. But upon what medical evidence was that
verdict given ? I say, that from first to last everv one
of the medical witnesses, from Mr. Topp to Mr. Bag.
shawe, did place the case so before the Jury as to lead
them to suppose that such a case as I had sent in a bill
for could not exist, or was most unlikely ever to have
existed. Now, Sir, what was the case? A case of
gonorrhoea of two months' standing, with stricture of
the urethra, upon which supervenes syphilis and a
bubo. That is the case, which I say the medical men
led the Jury to believe was exceedingly improbable ever
to have existed. I will proceed, Sir, in the first place,
with the evidence of Mr. Topp, who was a druggist,
and who swears he was for 22 years the apotlhecary at
the Bath United Hospital. He was of opinion that
"this 'was a very simple case; there were not the
slightest symptoms of the disorders named by Mr. Cox
in his bill. Witness consideredI that Mr. Cox's mode
of treatment, as described in his bill, was most impru-
dent, and likely to be very injurious to the patieilt.
The general opinion among medical men is, that the
two diseases said to be cured by 'Mr. Cox cannot exist
at the same time." This is the report of the proceed-
ings in the County Court. I need not say that the
report of the proceedings of county courts are not so

accurate as those of the proceedings in assize courts. I
shall therefore have to add from my own recollection
and notes; and, as there are gentlemen here who were

present at the trial, if I state anything incorrectly they
will check me. I appeal to their recollection whether
MIr. Topp did not lay down the opinion that gonorrhoea
was a preventative of syphilis, and that a man could
not have one with the other. Mr. Charles Alexander
Harries follows Mr. Topp, and he had never observed
the two diseases coexistent in the same patient. WVhen
he is examined by the Judge, he says the case professed
to have been cured could not have been in five or six

weeks, as stated; and then, in cross-examination, he
says the case was very remarkable, if a real one, but no

practitioner in France, England, or elsewhere, ever

heard of such a case. If there were any doubt as to
this statement having been m de, it has been removed
by Mr. Harries himself, since, on the Monday after the
Saturday of the trial he went about inquiring of medical
men-among others, of MIr. Barter-whether they had
ever seen a case of gonorrhoea and syphilis coexistent.
Mr. Barter replied, "WWalk with me a hundred yards,
and I will show you such a case." The next witness

ATlZU-.-U.o+H arl* T nPri-r Impow n nn9cp in

not coexist. I have seen him since, and he has most
kindly lent me his assistance in this matter. But the
last time he was still of opinion that the two diseases
could not coexist. The next medical witness was Mr.
Field, who saw no symptoms of Bourn's having taken
large doses of mercury. My memory does not serve
me here, but I believe Mr. Field did say, and I ask
him now if he did not, that if Bourn had taken the
doses of mercury he would have discovered it.

Mir. GODFREY: I don't think any question ought to
be put to a stranger.
The PRESIDENT: I think you cannot put any ques-

tion to Mr. Field.
Mr. Cox: I will waive that point, then, sir; but

Mr. Field, when examined by the Judge, says he never
saw a case with the symptoms described co-existing;
and then in Mr. Field's manner, which is sometimes
more forcible than his words, he says:-"It is possible,
but in all my experience I never saw such a case." I
am speaking of Mr. Field's manner in the presence of
gentlemen who saw him examined, and who will under-
stand my meaning. Then, Sir, Mr. Bartrum was
examined. In other points he agreed with the other
medical witnesses; but he testified to what is not
reported, and hiis evidence was most strong as to my
charge against my patient. He testified that where
phimosis existed, a bougie could not be passed; and
he gave as his reason that in phimosis there was
inflammation of the glans. He also testified that a
bougie could not be passed in the state in which I had
charged for it in my bill. The next witness was Mr.
Bagshawe. He said:-" I do not believe that the
whole of the diseases mentioned existed at the same
time." Now, if any doubt could exist as to the effect
of this evidence, we have it removed by Mr. Bush and
Mr. Barrett, who, upon hearing it came forward. They
were neither of them, either directly or indirectly,
asked by me to do so; but seeing that there was
evidence before the Jury which they believed to be
incorrect, they came forward generously and kindly to
the rescue, and gave counteracting testimony. The
main gist of their testimony was, that the two diseases
could coexist, and that they had seen cases in their
practice. If there is any further doubt, you have it
removed by the summing up of the Judge, who said:
" As one witness after another was called, they all
agreed," (I am quoting from the Bath and Cheltenham
Gazctte, of the 8th of September, 1852,) "As one
witness after another was called, they all agreed that
they did not believe that such a case ever existed and
was treated in the same way. Their evidence, the Jury
would see, took a duplex form: they did not believe
that the diseases which were specified on the face of the
h,;ll --..nw1ll nr; ;n tha QnmP nnfiPnf - n-ndfl hrttwas ivar. oseate. ne saiL:-- 1 n'ieer uinew a case ill 1a ever couic coexisr in tEne same patit.l; Lnut,

which the two diseases mentioned were coexistent supposing the effects, and nature, and symptoms of the
together." I would do justice to tlle fairness with patient's case to be trulv described, then they main-
which MIr. Skeate gave his'evidence against a brother tained that the treatment was incredible." Now, I say
professional man. It is no more than I should have that this medical evidence was the evidence upon which
expected from him, and I am sure the same bias which the charre against me was founded; and the medical
induced him to give evidence will now induce him to evidence being before the Court, other circumstances
say that it was his opinion that the two diseases could were made of importance wlhich they would not other-
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wise have had, and received a weight which would not
otherwise have been given to them. I do not know
that I am attaching greater weight than I ought to this
medical evidence? But what were those other circum-
stances to which I have alluded? for here I shall not
shrink from going into every circumstance of the case;
and if I attempted to evade doing so, I know that I
should not be allowed I have said that I shall not
shrink from going into every circumstance of the case,
though there is only one other that I know of to which
I need advert, and that is the interlineation of my day-
book. I can only say that that day-book had been in
the hands of my attorney before the trial: he had seen
it, and examined every item; and I put it to hiin-for
as I am not now before a court of law, but am here
as before a court of honour, I will menition every cir-
cumstance. I said to him:-" Those charges where the
interlineations are made, will they not be objected to if
taken into the account?" He said, " Oh no, if they
were made on the same day." The day-book was put
in on the trial. It is here. I have offered any one
in Bath to inspect it; and it is here now, open to
any one for the purpose who pleases. The next matter
was that a bill for £2. 6s. had been sent in to
Bourn. Now, in Court that statement entirely
failed, and I say that no bill was ever sent in. I don't
say that Bourn, before he went away, was not under the
impression that lie knew something about the charges;
and as I am not in a court of law, I will state upon
what I believe that impression was founded. Bourn
was about to go abroad, and I knew that I was liable to
be called upon at a moment's notice for the charges
against him. Accordingly as he had his medicine,
whatever it was, it was written dowq on a scrap of
paper to avoid having to be picked out from the day
book. This piece of paper was in the possession of Mr.
Lawrence's brother, but it was not filled up, and there
was nothing on it but the miixtures and powders as they
were had. The last time Bourn came he had a bottle
of mixture, as stated in the bill, and whilst Mr. Law-
rence's brother was entering it he looked over the paper,
and so, I suppose, formed some rough estimate of what
he would owe. On that rough estimate he went away,
I believe, thinking that he owed me £2. 6s. I was, as
I have stated, never applied to for a bill, and never told
Bourn what my charge was, so that it was merely from
a glance at the paper that he formed his estimate. This
is a circumstance which could not be adduced in a court
of law, but here you have it, and with it, I believe, the
whole of the case. I believe, sir, that there is nothing
else for me to touch upon; but if there may be any
circumstance on which further explanation is desired I
shall be only too happy to do so. I am not indifferent
to the opinion of this meeting, or to anything they may
think proper to do to me. I have been now for three
months enduring a persecution whichl few medical men
have ever had to endure. I have stood it, however, and
I shall stand anything more that I may have to endure,
for I know that whatever charges may be made against
me in private or in public, I stand here ashamed to
look no man in the face. I know that these things are

not ordered by man, but by a higher intelligence than
man's; and this conviction wbich has hitherto supported
me will continue to support me under whatever I may
have to endure. I now leave my case with the meeting.
I ask for no favour, and am very sure that at your
hands, Sir, I shall have everytlhing that is just.
The PRESIDENT: There is a portion of the resolution

which you have not answered, Mr. Cox, and that is,
whether you intend to take any proceedings to reverse
the verdict.

AMr. Cox: The time is gone by for that. The law
allows twelve days to apply for a new trial and those
twelve days are gone by, the money is paid, and the
thing is settled. But, if it were not so, I should not
have recourse to other proceedings. I should be con-
tent to let the case rest where it is. I know too well
the harass of law proceedings to involve myself in any
further proceedings. With regard to the bill-I mean
the form in which the bill was made out-I may state
that the bill which was printed aud published was a bill
which was sent in by me on the application of the
attorney for the plaintiff, and that it was not printed or
published by me. My attorney, Mr. Slack, advised
me to send it in as it is there set out, the better to give
the patient's friends an opportunity of knowing what had
been done. 1 admit that I thought it at last equivocal,
but I took my attorney's advice in the matter, and I
throw the responsibility on him, and he is willing to
bear it.

Dr. O'BRIEN said that there was one point of great
importance which Alr. Cox had not touched upon, and
it appeared to be the main point-the charge of fraud,
which was the essence of the whole affair. It appeared
that certain entries had been interlineated, but it was

not clear whether these entries were not made, as the
Judge seemed to have intimated, to make the debt
sufficiently large to arrest the patient.
Mr. Cox: With regard to that point, I have no

hesitation in saying that if Bourn had come to pay me -
before he left, I should not have made the charges
which I afterwards did. The Judge, in summing up,
gave the profession this latitude. He says:-" Every
medical gentleman was considered to have a very con-

siderable latitude as to the amount of his charges
against his patient. His own prudence and discretion,
with due regard to his own interest, would keep him
straight in this matter. Mr. Cox, in making out his
bill, had a right to coider the willingness or unwil-
lingness of the patient to pay."

Dr. O'BRIEN: The time of the entries is what I
allude to.

Mr. Cox: With regard to the time, that can only be
arrived at by an inspection of my day-book.

Dr. O'BRIEN: Can you state whether they were

made day by day, or all at once to suit a purpose ?
Mr. Cox: Day by day, as stated by me in Court on

oath. They were made in a subsequent part of the day,
after the operations were performed, and that is not an

unusual thing, I believe, with medical men.

Dr. O'BRIEN: Is it Mr. Cox's constant practice to
interline all cases of this description ?
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Mr. Cox: Not my constant, but my frequent practice.
1 would state again, that the bill was not distributed by
me, but by the plaintiff's friends before going into Court,
'to prejudice the case.

The PRESIDENT: Has any gentleman any further
observations to make. The question in the resolution
-has been asked of Mr. Cox, and he has answered
it; and if there are any more questions to be put, I
-apprehend he is quite ready to answer them.

Dr. O'BRIEN: Is it admitted by Mr. Cox, that if
the individual had paid in the ordinary way, he did not
intend to charge for these operations ?
Mr. Cox: Oh! no: not at all.
Dr. O'BRIEN: Then I want to know what the

interlineations were made for?
Mr. Cox: They were made daily, as the operations

were performed.
Mr. CLARK was of opinion, that although the charge

of fraud was not made out against Mr. Cox, there was
evidence to show his demand was exhorbitant, and that
he had been guilty of very great irregularity in making the
interlineations in his book.

Mr. COLTHURST asked why the paper, which it was
admitted Bourn had seen, and which had led him to
expect that £2. 6s. was all he would have to pay, con-
tained an account of the medicines only, and not the
charges for attendance and operations which appeared
in the day-book ?

Mr. Cox: For this simple reason, that I should have
'charged for the operations in gross. It was on my
mind when I went down to him on the evening of his
departure to sav:-" You are indebted to me for
medicines so much," and I would have put it to him
as to what he could have afforded to pay me for the
operations. But when I was driven to make out my
bill, I had to charge for every one separatelv. I believe,
now, however, that it would have been more prudent if
I had not done so.
Mr. JOHN BARRETT, in justice to Mr. Cox, would

state that when Bourn saw the paper in question, he
was under the impression that he owed £2. 3s. 6d.;
'that he had another mixture at that time which made
up £2. 6s. Od. Now, it appeared that altogether that
he had thirty-nine mixtures, so that it required no
great acquaintance with Cocker, to perceive that he
must have owed something like double £2. 6s. Od.
Unless, therefore, they were prepared to say that these
entries which were said to have been made de die in diem
were all a forgery, and the price of the mixtures was to be
at 2s. 6d. each, it was evident that the young man
must have made a great mistake as to the amount he
had to pav even for medicines. As to the operations,
a young man whom he (Mr. Barrett) saw at the Court,
named Biggs, who was a dispenser at the Eastern
Dispensary, he believed had stated that Bourn had
admitted to him that the bougie had been passed.
With respect to the interlineations, he had already
stated publicly that a fair examination of the book
showed that Mr. Cox's statement could not be con-
tradicted, for he found other similar entries in the

his own practice. How far it might be regular in a
tradesmanlike point of view he did not know, but still
their profession was but hybrid in this respect.

Dr. SYMONDS: I think Sir, in the first place, that
this meeting is quite competent to consider a verdict
given in a court of law. I know there are some who
think otherwise, even where the case turns upon
medical evidence; but I am of opinion that we, as
members of a scientific profession, may very well ques-
tion the justice of such verdicts. I think, moreover,
that it is our duty, as a public body, to consider what
is due to our respectability as a body, and to the
interests of every medical brother. I think, also, Sir,
that we are called upon to interpose, and to defend any
member who may seem to us to have been harshly
treated in a court of law. I am not prepared to say
that that was the case with Mr. Cox, simply because I
do not know how medical remuneration is charged in
this kind of cases. There seems to me to have been
two points put to the Jury; one, that he charged for
treating two diseases which did not exist, but which he
alleged to be coexistent, and for operations which
could not have been performed; I presume this was the
impression on the Judge and Jury. The second point
was, that a bill had been dressed up in a particular
manner, so as to give Mr. Cox a right to call for pay-
ment. Now, as to the first point, there was a conflict
in the medical testimony; and Mr. Cox rests his
defence on the question, whether the Judge and Jury
gave sufficient attention to the difference of opinion
which existed. On the other point, I think we should
not be extreme to press Mr. Cox as to the amount of
his charge. It is known that charges are, to a certain
extent, indeterminate. We all know of cases where a
person has been attended, and the practitioner having
given a great deal of attention to the case, has said that
having done all he could, he should yet not charge more
than the amount of the medicines supplied. Now,
supposing this was Mr. Cox's intention with regard to
Bourn before he left Bath, he may have afterwards
heard that he had left, settling all bills but his; and
hearing this, he would naturally feel much aggrieved,
and would say that whereas, before, he would only have
charged for the medicines, and would have considered
the visits and operations as acts of friendship or charity,
now he would not remit the charge for all that was fully
due. Now, if Mr. Cox could satisfy us that he had made
such a reservation in his mind, and that the case was of
that kind, I think we might very fairly take it into our
consideration; and although there was certainly great
haste on his part, and, as it seemed to me at first,
harshness and almost cruelty, I say if all the circum-
stances were as I have put them suppositiously, we
might deal with him with clemency, as well as with
justice to our own respectability; and I should then
consider it not expedient to enforce the resolution which
I have secondad pro forma.
Mr. Cox: I did not exactly catch what has just

fallen from Dr. Symonds.
Dr. SYMONDS: I wish to ask whether, in the first

same book, and lie knew that he had done so also in instance, it was intended to charge for the dressings and
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operations, or whether they were merely considered
gratuitous.
Mr. Cox: They would have been charged, but I do

not hesitate to say not to the amount, if Bourn had
come to pay me in an honest way; and on this point I
am justified by the Judge. He says, that in making
out my bill I had a right to consider the willingness or
unwillingness of the patient to pay; besides, Bourn
was about to sail to Australia, owing me this amount of
money, and when I came back I told his half-brother,
whom I saw at the Commercial Rooms, that I would
put him in possession of all the facts of the case, so that
if he should hear any reports, he migbt know how far
they were true. I did so, and although he felt annoyed
at what had occurred, he said it served his brother
right, for he had plenty of money, and he ought to have
paid me.

Dr. DAVIS, (Bath): I very much agree with the
view which Dr. Symonds has taken of this painful
matter. It is quite clear that Mr. Cox has acted with
great imprudence and precipitancy, but there is no
evidence satisfactory to my minid that he acted at all
with fraud; and therefore I think, that in our zeal for
our own purity, we should act with some injustice if we
included Mr. Cox under the preamble of that motion.
I quite agree with that preamble, which is, " That it is
inconsistent with the honour of the Association to
retain upon its list of members any individual against
whom a verdict, casting a serious imputation on his
professional conduct has been recorded in one of her
Majesty's courts of law." But I certainly think that
in this matter there has been sufficient ground shown
to make us pause before following up that preamble.

Dr. BUDD (Bristol): Sir, I am sorry to be obliged
to differ so entirely as I do from the two preceding
speakers, for whose opinion I entertain the highest
respect. I know how invidious these discussions are.
I know how much more desirable it is to go on in a
spirit of harmony. But sometimes associations like
this have duties to perform: and stern duties. If
we are bound by loyalty to our profession to lend our
help and support to one of our members who has been
aggrieved, and if we must not forget that we have
duties to ourselves, I cannot on the other hanid help
feeling that we have also a duty to the public to perform.
Now, I must confess that nothing has grieved me more
than to hear from MIr. Cox his explanation of this pain.
ful case. I listened with eagerness to him, and, as he
went along, I thought that a more distressing failure it
had never been my lot to hear. We have called upon
him to state why he has taken no proceedings to reverse
this verdict, and we have heard his explanation. Now,
for my own part, if such a verdict was recorded against
me, casting such a foul stigma upon my professional
character, I would have spent my last shilling or stripped
my shirt from my back to assist me in procuring its
reversal. We have asked him why he took no mea-
sures for this purpose, and his defence consists for the
most part of the most cogent of all reasons why he
should have taken such steps. For i? he had the weight
of medical testimony op. his side, and the evidence

adduced against him was erroneous, be not only had the
best of all reasons for proceeding but the most absolute
assurance that he would have been successful in the
attempt. Mr. Cox, however, says that it is now too
late. Then, I say he must be allowed to suffer the
consequences of his neglect. But, there is a fact which
appears to have been lost sight of in the case, and that
is that the medical evidence was not all on one side.
Two respectable medical men were called for Mr. Cox.
I say then, that Mr. Cox has failed in shewing any
reason for not taking any steps to reverse this verdict,
but he has shewn in the most striking manner that
he had motives-paramount motives, for doing so.
Will you state to us any palliating circumstances which
should induce us to say,-Here is an exceptional case,
not falling within the preamble of your resolution?
For my part I think Mr. Cox has signally failed to
make out that his is a such a case, I say, let any man
take up this case and read it from end to end, with the
bill appended to it, and then let him say whether Mr.
Cox has given any adequate palliation for the course
matters have taken in this distressing case. This, Sir,
is the conclusion to which I have come, that the only
course for this branch to take, not only for its honour
but for its continuance, is this :-Mr. Cox having failed
in showing any reason why he has not taken any pro-
ceedings to reverse the verdict, or to mention any
palliating circumstances, the only course, I say. which
remains, is to take steps to carry out the resolution
whicb has been passed. These are my views, Sir, come
to, I admit, very reluctantly. The matter is a painful
one to deal with; but I feel that there is something in
the times in which we live which behoves us to main-
tain the honour and dignity of the profession which we
love. And, surrounded by charlatans as we are, with
what face can we meet the public unless we keep up
our respectability and see that our own hands are clean?
Mr. GODFREY, disagreeing with the view taken by

the last speaker, moved " That the whole subject with
regard to Mr. Cox be referred to the Council, with a

request to them to report on it to the next quarterly
meeting."

Dr. SYMfONDS seconded this proposition, which, after
a lengthened discussion, was carried in the affirmative.
The consideration of Dr. Swayne's motion, in refer-

ence to the publication of a letter by Mr. John Barrett
respecting the case Bourn v. Cox, was also deferred till
the next meeting.

Curnpurturr.
ON THE RELATIVE VALUE OF MATERNAL

AND F(CTAL LIFE.

To the Editor of the Provincial Medical and Surgicvl
Journal.

SIR,-I am very unwilling for you to think that I am
dragging you unfairly into a discussion upon an opinion
which you had a perfect right to express, in your review


